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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

Applicant's submission filed on August 14th, 2006, has been entered. 

2. Claims 7-14, 16-21 , 26, and 27 have been presented for examination and are 
rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed August 14th, 2006, with respect to the claims have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35AJ.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
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filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and . 
• was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 7, 8, 10-14, 16-21, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Underwood et al. (U.S. Patent 6,697,825). 

6. As per claim 7, Underwood teaches a method for administering a plurality of 
websites wherein at least one website is hosted at a server comprising the steps of: 

administering the said plurality of websites (Underwood, col. 6, lines 24-38) 
by accessing a respective website at an address corresponding to a hierarchal 

level by a user; (Underwood, col. 12, lines 41-55; see welcome page of fig. 3; see also 

col. 13, lines 31-44) 

determining the hierarchal level rights of the user; and (Underwood, col. 12, lines 
56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5) 

providing an indicator to the user of the hierarchal level at which they have 
accessed the website (Underwood, col. 12, lines 42-65; see also col. 8, lines 59-67). 

7. As per claim 8, Underwood teaches the system further wherein said indicator is a 
graphical indicator (Underwood, col. 12, lines 42-65; see also col. 8, lines 59-67). 

8. As per claim 10, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the steps of: 
storing the hierarchal level of the user at the server; (Underwood, col. 12, lines 

56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5) 
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allowing the user to enter said website at a different hierarchal level than that 
stored at the server; and providing a second indicator corresponding to the hierarchal 
administrative level of the user corresponding to the level of which the user has 
accessed the website (Underwood, col. 8, lines 18-66; e.g., where an administrative 
user enters the site as a potential customer). 

9. As per claims 1 1 and 26, Underwood teaches a method for administration of a 

plurality of websites, at least one of the plurality of websites being hosted at a remote 

server comprising the steps of: 

administering said plurality of websites by (Underwood, col. 6, lines 24-38) 
accessing the a respective website at an address corresponding to a hierarchal 

administrative level; (Underwood, col. 12, lines 41-55; see welcome page of fig. 3; see 

also col. 13, lines 31-44) 

obtaining login information from the user; (Underwood, fig. 3 and 46) 
determining at the remote server the access rights of the user based upon 

access rights information stored at the remote server; (Underwood, col. 12, lines 56-65; 

e.g., see fig. 4 & 5) 

aggregating the rights of the user; displaying enabling icons at the website 

corresponding to said aggregated access rights for said user; and (Underwood, col. 12, 

lines 56-65; e.g., see fig. 4 & 5; col. 29, lines 44-48) 
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providing a graphical indicator at the website of said hierarchal administrative 
level at which access is made to the user (Underwood, col. 12, lines 42-65; see also col. 
8, lines 59-67). 

10. As per claims 12 and 27, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the 
step of grouping all users with common access rights into a plurality of respective 
groups and storing the groups at the server, determining to which group the user 
belongs, and enabling the access rights for the user based upon the rights granted to 
the group to which the user belongs (Underwood, col. 12, lines 56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 
5; col. 29, lines 44-48). 

11. As per claim 1 3, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the steps of 
determining a hierarchal level of the user (Underwood, col. 12, lines 56-65; e.g. see fig. 
4 & 5; col. 29, lines 44-48). 

12. As per claim 14, Underwood teaches the system further wherein the indicator 
indicates the hierarchal level corresponding to the address (Underwood, col. 12, lines 
56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5; col. 29, lines 44-48). 

13. As per claim 16, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the steps of 
determining whether a user is authorized for access at the address corresponding to the 
predetermined access rights utilizing the access right information stored at the remote 
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server and, if authorized, aggregating the rights of the user (Underwood, col. 12, lines 
56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5; col. 29, lines 44-48). 

14. As per claim 17, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the steps of: 
grouping all users with common access rights in respective groups; 

storing the respective groups at the server; 
determining to which group the user belongs; and 

aggregating the rights based upon the rights associated with the specific group to 
which the user is a member (Underwood, col. 12, lines 56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5; col. 
29, lines 44-48). 

15. As per claim 18, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the step of 
accessing the website at a public address, determining whether any access rights for a 
user accessing the website at the public address have been stored, and displaying no 
icons at said website for said user when no access rights have been stored at the 
server for said user (Underwood, col. 12, lines 42-65; see also col. 8, lines 59-67; see 
login pages at fig. 3 and 46). 

16. As per claim 19, Underwood teaches the system further wherein said icons 
enable editing of material on the website (Underwood, fig. 4). 



17. 



As per claim 20, Underwood teaches the system further comprising the steps of: 
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determining a hierarchal level of the user as a function of the rights of the user 
(Underwood, col. 12, lines 56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5; col. 29, lines 44-48). 

1 8. As per claim 21 , Underwood teaches the system further comprising the steps of: 
storing the hierarchal level of the user at the server; (Underwood, col. 12, lines 

56-65; e.g. see fig. 4 & 5) 

allowing the user to enter said website at a different hierarchal level than that 
stored at the server; and providing a second indicator corresponding to the hierarchal 
level of the user corresponding to the level of which the user has accessed the website 
(Underwood, col. 8, lines 18-66, e.g., where an administrative user enters the site as a 
potential customer). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

19. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

20. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Underwood et al. (U.S. Patent 6,697,825) and Swift (U.S. Patent 6,308,274). 
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21 . As per claim 9, Underwood teaches the above, including different graphical 
indicators to represent hierarchal levels (Underwood, col. 12, lines 42-65; see also col. 
8, lines 59-67), yet fails to teach 

wherein the graphical indicator is the color of a significant portion of the website 
as displayed to the user, said color corresponding to the hierarchal administrative level 
of the user. 

Swift teaches a method of restricting access based on hierarchal levels (Swift, 
Summary) where color is used as a graphical indicator to display the access level to the 
user (Swift, column 13, lines 44-56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Underwood and Swift to provide the color 
display of Swift in the system of Underwood, because doing so would make the current 
user rights obvious to help prevent accidental mistakes (Swift, column 1, lines 15-21). 

Conclusion 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Taylor whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3889. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00am to 5:30pm, 
with alternating Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3718. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Nicholas Taylor 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 




